ED 191 173 



OOCOB^HT BESdH^ 



El 012 925 



iOTBOB ' 
TITLE 

mSTITOTIOH 
POB^ CATE 
HOTE 

EDPS PBICE 
DESCBIPTOBS 



IDEHTIPIEBS 



Hetzger, Elaine ^ *^ 
Florida Cotnmunity. Education 1980 ittitud^ ,SJarvey#. 
FlQiida State Gept.. of Education, Tallahassee. 

80 . * ^ 

29p*: Appendixes may be marginally legible* 
(IF01/PC02 'plus Postage* 

Adult Education: * Attitudes: *Cooiiaunity Education: 
^^Comnunity Leaders: Elementary secondary Education 
.♦school Comrounit^ Belationship : *State Surveys: 
Tables (Data) 
♦Florida 



ABSTBACT 

_^ _. _ The findtJig5_.r.e^XJ:ed 'he«_a^^ a survey_ designed 

to determine the attitudes and perceptions of a fleeted population 
cf policy leaders tofrard coipnunity education throughout Florida* The 
survey instrument vas distributed to city and county coiamissionerSf . 
mayors^ legislators, school superintendents, school board jtembers, 
and'^Parent Teacher, Association (PTA) officials* Besponses ve;ce 
received from 330 of the U70 perscns in the sample* The findings 
indicate support for the goals of gommunity education* More ^ 
specifically, ,64 percent agreed or strongly agreed that tjie mission 
of the schools is not limited to serving the needs of youth but^ 
should reflect service to the entire community* over 75 percent were* 
in favor of expanding the programs available to include leisure,, 
vocational, and educational classes for adults and to' offer more 
activities for youth, seventy-six percent felt that school facilities 
ought to be available to the community for expanding accessibility 
and availability of services. The strongest support indicated by^ 
respondents (85 percent) vas for community, participation in the 
design and Implementation of programs and activities* Finally, 
interagency coordination vas supported by 70 percent of the 
respondents* <Author/BlF) 
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BeprodtCtlbns supplied by EDBS are the best that can be mad^. > 
* ' .\ ^ ' from the original document. * 
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pear Cofnrtiissioner;, . ■. ^ . . ^ 

As .the Chairperson^df the Sijate Advisory Council for Adult and 
tomtnunity Education, it is my ple^sure^to submiH to you for your 
consideration tfie attached; "Florid^ ^onmunity Education Attitude' 
Survey.*' . ■ ' ■ ' ; 

In general, the surveyed corounity leaders indici^ed positive atti- 
tudes and perceptions concerning local coimiunity Education endeavors, 
Also, they tended to support the goals of comminity education. 

It iS' hoped the resul ts of this- report vil 1 provide valuable infQr- 
ination to be us^d/in planning" as we advance tJlfe cojisnuntty education ; 
concept in. FloridfiL/ditnin^ the 1980*s, V 

I will be pleased'to discuss thU report wItH you at your -conveniences 



Sincerely, 





Yvonne Burkholz, Chairperson 
?tate Advisory CounciVfor Adult ^nd 
Community Education- * ^ ^ 
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ABSTF^ACT 



I,n the sunmier of 1979 the Florida Statg^ Advisory Council on Adult , 
and Copunity Education voted to seek authorization to undertake a state- 
wide study to determine the attitudes and perceptions of policy leaders 
toward xownunity education. The study was implemented in cooperation 
with the F3orida State Department of Education, Adult and ConmiUnity 
Education Section. - 

-The findings indicate that those who responded 1;o the survey ques- 
tionnaire generally support the goals of community education, More 
specifically, 64.4 percent of 330 respondents agreed or strongly agreed 
that the mission fff the schools is not limited to serving only the needs 
of youth but should reflect service ttJ.the entire community. Over 75 per- 
cent were in favor of expanding the programs available to include leisure, 
vocational and educational classes for ?bults and to offer more activities 
for youth. SeVenty-six percent felt^that school facilities ought to be 
available to the community for exptanding accessibility and availai?ility of 
services. The strongest support i'ndicated by respondents (85.3 percent) 
was for community participation in the design and implementation of pro- 
grams and activities, Finally* interagency coordination was supported " 
by 70*1 percent of the respondents. 

The Advisory Council further wished to determine the relationship ' 
between respondents' levels of info rmation about community education and 
their attitudes. Selected survejTTtems asked respondents to identify the 
level at which their schools were meeting .the needs of youth, adults and 
the community in gen^raK Respondents were also asked to indicate their 
level of knowledge about Community education. Responses to these items 
were correlated with respondents* attitudes* Although both attitudes 
toward and knowledge abjout commtf^ity education were high» no strong re- 
lationship was shown between these two variables-; 

4 

Related to this was a desire to determine Whether these attitudes 
and perceptions toward community educat'ion difi^ered significantly ac- 
cording to selected demogrftphic and personal characteristips» including 
sex, ag^, position, years in pos^ion, formal education, type of con- 
stituency* and region, Results showed that the fpnnal education level 
of respondents was most highly correlated witi^their attftudes toward 
co^nity education* - ' ' ' ^ , 

The recbmmendations presented in this report are based opon cbn- ^ 
elusions reached by the Advisory Council at the culmination of the - 
stu<|y, These Vecommendations will be considered by the Council in - ' ' 
focusing efforts, toward expanding the scope and awarenes? of community" 
education throughout the State of Florida. - ' 



PURPOSE 



, As defined 1n the Florfda Community Education Act {Section 228,071," 
Florida statutes) conrourrity education means: 

"The process in which a^school or other public or available 
facility is utilized as"a comnunity center operated in ^ ^ . 
conjunction with educational, recreational, social^xivic, 
cultural > healtMand other public, private, and g^mmental 
organizations and agencies to provide educationa-1 3^ecreational > 
social, health, and^onrounity services forepersons of all ages 
in the comnunity in accordance with th"e n^ds, interests and 
concerns of that coinmunity. Comnunity education includes, but 
is not limited t&> maximum utilization of human, physical, and 
_ financial resources of a comnunity in providfng learning experi- 
ences and services for comnunity members of all ages, systematic 
involvement of representative community jnembers in the identifi- 
cation of needs and comnunity involvement in suggesting or 
* implementi^ig organizational structures to meet the§e Identified 
needs, and inter-agency coordination and cooperation." 

Ajt both the state level and the local school distHct level there are 
close ties betv#een comnunity education and adult education. ,In Florida, 
corapunity and adult education enhance each other's mission and exhibit a" 
high degree of coordination. The'third partner in this cooperative en- 
deavor is the public school system which provides leadership, facilities, 
structure and support. In this arrangement each group benefits^ ^rives, 
and more efficiently meets the needs of Florida's citizens, 

Conmunity education is a dynamic and expanding process Jthroughout the 
state* In order to strengthen and support this momentum, it is important 
to develop and maintain a cooperative*working relationship with local . 
policy makers and opinion leaders* In addition, it is necessary to under- 
stand and build upon their attitudes and perceptions in encouraging them 
to help forge effective community education programs in their cornnunities. 

Accordingly, a survey was undertaken by the Florida State Mvisory 
Countil on Adult and Conmunity Education in conjunction with the Florida 
Department of Education, Adult and Community Education Section, The pur- 
pose of the survey was to measure the attitudes and perceptions of policy 
leaders who influence conmunity education throughout the state. For the 
most part, these persons intluded city and county conmiissioners, mayors, 
legislators, school superintendents, school board members, and PTA 
officials* ' 

The purpose of the' survey was thi:ee-fold: 

(1) to^determine respondents' .atti-tudes toward and infortnation about 
various dimensions of community education; - 

(2) %o determine if any relationship. exists between respondents' 
levels of knowledge about conmunity^ education and their ^ ' 
attitudes; 



(3) to'determine if any infonnatlon and jittitude differences 
exist among various types of policyj4efftfe^fi (city and county 
, conmiissioners, mayors, legislators^ school Superintendents^ 
school board members and PTA officials,) 

The survey instrument was organized into three sections* Each 
section addressed a specific area of interest: 

r/ To what extent should-public schools assume conmunity education 
functions? 

, 2- To what extent are public schools assming community education 
functions? 

3, What level of knowledge do' respondents have about coimiunity 
. education? 

^ What are the demographic and personal characteristics of the 
^ respondents?- ^- 



DESIGN 



\ 



This survey was designed to determine the attitudes and perceptions 
of a selected population ©f'pollcy leaders -toward comnunlty education 
throughout the state of Florida, Particuftr cofncern was given to the-^ ^ 
selection of the sample in order to tap perceptions with respect to 
comnonly accepted- dimensions of comnunity .education, r 

The Instrument was distributed to; .city and coui^ty comnissibners, 
mayors, legislators, school superintendents, school board members arid 
PTA officials, A copy of the instrument .is attached as Appendix A* 

The survey instrument, used was modejed after a similar study ^ - 
conducteiLby the Virginia Comnunlty Education Advisory Council, 
incorporating several uwdiflcatlons suggested by the team which ,^ 
designed the Florida survey. This team copslsted of members of 
the^tate Advisory Council on Adult and Community Education, staff 
members of ^he iJepartment of Education including thej^dult and 
Community Education Section and the Management Information Services 
Section, > " ■ 

p. ' * 

Irt late August and early September, 1979, 1 ,^70 copies of the ■ 
instrument were distributed with the cooperation and assistance of 
a number of organizations. Hailing listsVwere-provlded by the 
Florida League of Cities, the Association of County Coim)1S6loners, 
the School Board Association, and the Department of tducatSon, The 
Florida Congress of Parents and Teachers (PJA) handled the distribution 
of the survey to their leaders Included in "the study, ^ 
• 

' . During this same period, a simll-ar survey was being conducted 1n the 
Northwest region of Florida by an Individual conducting doctoral re'search. - 
The samples^ were adjusted to avoid a duplicate mailing to these Individuals. 

With exteptlon.of the PTA sub-group, copies of the instru- 
ment were distributed to the entire population of each group to be 
surveyed, in the case of the PTA a sample of 300 was randomly f ' 
selected from the total population of 900. 

8ase<r on standard statistical procedures, the li Ihood thaf' 
the responses of this sample would differ significantly from the 
responses of the total group was less than-5 percent (p, 05), 

The following tabulation Identifies the numbers and percentages 
of responses in relation to the sample populatioq, 
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TABl£ 1^ 



Position 



Sample. 
Population 

i^umber Percent 



^ Responses 

Number Percent of * 
* Respondents ■ 



City Commissioner/Mayor 
County Commissioner 
.legislature 
School Board Member 
Superintendent 
PTA official 
Others* 



V 



393 
285 
16 
279- 
53 

300 r 



26,7 
19.3 

10. g 

19.0 
0^.6 
20,4, 



1470 100.0% 



- 76 


23.0 


25 


7.6 


3B 


11.5 


83 


25.2 


15 


4.6 


.35 


10.6 


58 


18.0 


330 


Too.0% 



* In certain instances responses were submitted by staff members associated 
with those policy leaders to whom the survey was sent. ■ * 

* ■ ' • . 

*^ Percent is based on total responses (330) 



Reference to Figures 2-8^ in Appendix B reveals the distribution 
of the 330 responses with rtfspect to selected characteristics^ The 
majority of respondents are ftrale (67,6 percent). Over 50 per'cent 
*are In the 30-50 years age range. City Commissioners and 
school board members each represent approximately one-quarter of the 
respondents* positions. Nearly' two-thirds of all respondents have 
been in ytheir positions^ frfim one to five years, ^The majority indicated 
tftat thfiir formal level of'^educatlon Included more than four years of 
college, while only four respondents out of 33tf (1,2 percent) reported 
less, than a higti school education* Plpre than ,40 percent of all .respond^ 
ents identified Jt;heir type of constituency as feing "smalfl city or town*" 
Most of those wjio returned the questionnaire were residents of Regions 
4 and 5. 



The typical respondent can be descri 
cotimissioner or, a school board member from 
4 or 5> 30-50 years of age> who has been 
five years and has more than four years 




Jbeing either a male city 
11 city/town in Region 
position from one to 
e, ^ 
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It should be noted that this survEy constituted art exploratory 
field study and, as such, had certain limitajtions.^ Responses from 

^which conclusions were drawn wer;e self-selected, meaning that only . 

"those who chose to respond did so. There may, therefore, have been 
some form of uncontrolled bias in the results. No attempts were" made 
for foUow^Uf^ responses,* . * 

The data collected was^self-report data. This means the data 
were subject ta contai^ination by such factors as individual motiva- 
tions, perceptions artd interpretation of the survey items. As noted 
in the unstructured.coimients subiPitted by some respondents^ the 
questions were at tinles ambiguous, 

Infc^rmation on the demographic and personal characteristics 
was not collected on the total sample population. Therefore, it 
is not possible to generalize conclusions from the 22 percent response 
rate, to tfie larger populdftion, \ 

■ f ^ * ' )i 

In spite of these *cofisiderations the study met its objectives of 
surveying policy leader^througtiouit, the state*irf order to determine 
tfjeir attitudes and perceptions ti^rd cotnmurtity education. The 
data collected form a valuable ba^ foriConsTdering related areas *of 
interest and concern. The data bas| is Available at the Florida 
Department of Education, Adult and Community Education Seciion. 

* 

.FINDINGS ^ ' ^ 

TMie first consideration of the Advisory .GounciJ was to identify 
policy leaders' attitudes toward thfs dimensions of community education 
^ in public schools. The survey items relating to this were clusttired 
'into five areas: (l)'mijssion of schools, (?) program content, fS) 
use of ^facilities, (*)^ommunity participation, and ^) interagency ' 
coordination. The results of the survey indicated J:hai: in' general 
respondents have a positive attitude toward schoollsfunctioning as 
centers providing community'education types of service for the 
populace* ^ AppeTjdix C identifies the total number and percent pf 
responses to each item. 'Appendix D identif'ies these responses accord- 
ing *to respondents* positions, * ./t 

The findings further revealed that over 50 percent of all 
respondents perceive public schools in* their communities as meeting 
community education needs. Tables identifying thg^efnisponses ^ac- 
cording to respondents* positions are found in AppeSf^^ 



The^ majority of respondents, over 80 percerl^T -iti^cate moderate- 
to high knowledge regardijig community education goals,*community 
education. in Florida. and in their local communities. Tables 
identifying these responses acQording to respondents* positions 
are found in Appendix F, 
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' — 7 ^ 5 ^ : 

The^findings of this, expljoratory study are presented as responses 
to questions which /relate to the purposes of the study. 



HndCnqs relating yg reevonden^s ' attitudes tptoard various dCmensims of ^ 
ocrrvrittTittu ecxtcdtion - ' ' . 

1, SHOULD COMMUNITY EDUCATION FUNCTIONS ^BE A PART^OF. PUBLIC SCHOaS? 

* ' In ge)ieral, respondents felt that fnost community education > 
functions should be. a part of the public schools, 

-Over 75 pertifent of respondents supported the. ideas that (1) 

, 'schools sHqhW.. coordinate their efforts with other community 

agencies in joint support of educational activities and (2) 

public schools should serve as .multipurpose community centers* * 

* * 

■School superintendents ^nd PTA officials most highly agreed 
A that schools ought to be orient^ed toward the comnninity educa- ^ 
tion goal of.shar-fng resourceV{facilities, staff, funds), 
* referring persons to appropriate age'npies fpr service and 
. acting as cormuntty multipurpose ceaters, ^ 

'The majority o^ respondents disagreed that schoo^j should act ■ 
as InformatiorTcenters ^n local problrems. 



I. IS THERE SUPPORT FOR EXPANDING THE SCHOOL CURRICULUM BEYON 
TRADITIONAL K-12 PROGRAM CONTENT? ' ^ 



THE 
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-There was^strong support for expanding the school curriculam 
/or children and including programs for adults, ' * ^ 

: Respondents indicated very strong support for offering 
adult ^programs in reading, job retraining, leisure activities^ 
and home ajBonomics, ' ^ 

-Over 83' percent of respcJndents felt that the curricu^u^T^ for 
elementary Aha secondary school students should include cul- 
tural and- fine arts programs, 

-The strongest 4up(Jort for expanding courses offered by public 
schools beyond traditional programs came fromschdol supan- 
intendents" and PTA officials.. 



DO COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE SCHOOL FACILITIES?" 

'All the respondents except school board members strongly supported^ , 
the jdea that community agencfes should make use of school* facilities 
in order to ^strengthen, and expand availability of "all services to 
the community . 

'The majority of all respondents agreed' that schools ^should be , 

used throughout the, year. ^ ' ^ 

*■ , 
'There was less support for^ encouraging the use of schodl 

facilities at no charge to lodal residents^ particularly by 

schoo] .bdard niembers and city ^commissioners, • ^ 

: SHOULD ijEMBERS OF'THE COMMUWltV 'BE INVOLVED IN EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM 
:pEVELOPMENT? . . • ' . 

"Ovferall, respondents Indicated thehighest positive. attitudes of 
the survey in this area of suppoHing clDtimuni'ty participation 
.ffl>.the.putil.1c.schooU';.<.;...... .,,„.„^ ^ ' 

Over 93 percent of all respondents highly supported involving 
cottrounity members a^ resources in special programs and school 
activities,- , I 

Over 50 percent of all respondents encouraged the idea of creat- 
ing an advisory council for each school in order to help design 
and develop .educational programs and activities for local schools. 



TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD THERE BE COORDINATION BETWEEN SCHOOL AND OTHER 
COMMUNITY AGENCIES? 



Respondents generally supported coordination of efforts between 
schools and local agencies, ' 

Over 80 percent of school, su^ri ntendents and county commissioners 
felt it was important to cooMrate with other government agencies 
to provide social or health/services»to elementary and secondary 
school students* ' 

More than 70 percent of all respondents indicated that schools 
should provide 'Services to people over 18 when they were referred 
by other agencies for educational sictivitieS, 

The. majority of all respontlents except* school board members 
iitdlcated support for sharing resources (facilities, staff, funds) 
with othei^-locaK agenc16s^ for the purpose of addressing social 
problems, \ 



- Th^ highest disagreement on ig^agency coo 
sc- ^ city commissioners/mayors, 

, ■ 



rdination came from 



Findirujs relatintj to resPcndents* PeTcevticens aa to whethev sahools <x^ 
meeting' ne&ds inalujdB. t . ' 



6. ARE SCHOOLS MEETING THE NEEDS OF CHILDREN? 



-One hun^d percent of school superintendents agree that schools 
are meffTing the needs of children, 

-Over 50 percent of cityxotintlssioners/maydrs. school board 
members and PTA offijws support this it'em. 

* 

County Coflwissioners and legislators indicated , that sciiools 
were not meeting the needs of children. 

7. ARE SCHOOLS MEETING THE NEEDS OF A0ULTS7 " 



The strongest agreemeift on thi# came ' from school superintendents 
J93,3 percent)/ - . 



' Over So percent of school board menters> county commissioners, ' 
and PTA officials support the idea that schools are meeting 
the needs of adults. 

' Less, th^n 50 percent of city commissioners/mayors and 
leg^i'slators felt that schools were ;neeting these needs. 

8, ARE SCHOOLS MEETING COmUNITY NEEDS? - ' 

- Over 50 .percent of respondents. from each posittons'^lassifictlion 
except city coimrissioners/mayors felt that>public schools in 
their communities are functioning as "community'schools." 

F-Lndinaa velatim to resrxmdente ' level o-f 'iaimledae about cbmimit\4 
eduaaticn inalnd&, . . . . . • 

9t TO WHAT EXTEifT 00 POLICY LEADERS INDICATE KNOWLEDSTOF THE GOALS' 
OF, COMMUNITY EDl/CATION? . 

• School board membeH ilidicated the highest knowledge of- goals - 
of cottrounity education (58.6 percent). 

- The majority of jach population group Slaimed a moderate, to 
high knowledge rn this area. ^---^ 

• Only 4^.9 percent of .^^spondentS'-indicated a low knowledge of 
the goals of conmunity education. 



19. How DO THEY RESPOND ABOUT. KNOWLEDGE OF COMMUNITY EDUCATION IN 
FLORIDA? ^ ^ ' ^ 



A total of 84.2 percent of all respondents indicated a moderate 
to^high knowledge 'in this area. - 

PTA officials responded, most frequently that their knowledge 
of community education in Florida 1s low (22.9 percent). 

The highest knowledge was indicated \>y school superintendents 
(66*7 percent). 



11. WHAT ABOUT POLICY LEADERS fCNOWLEDGE OF LOCAL COMMUNITY EDUCATION 
PROGRAMS? s 



- More than 88 percent of all respondents feel that their 
"know4449e^f>-Jocil^QinrouOijJfcy^^^^ e1 ther 

^ mocferate (46.7 percent) or high C^I^BStent')'9P^™'™*T 

- Supe^rintendents pointed to the highest knowledge in this 
area. ^ ^ 

- Both PTA officials and legislators^ indicated the lowest 
knowledge of local community education programs (over 

8 percent of eaqh'^group). 

Findinga mlatin^ to the' Tetationshiy bei^een T&epond^nte ^ level 6f 
loicwledae about ccmrnmitit eduoaticn and.thiair attitudes , 



12. ARE ATTITUDES TOWARD COMMUNITY EDUCATION REUTED TO LEVEL" OF 
KNOWLEDGE ABOUT IT? 



- Statistical analysis of^the responses revealed that ''ther? *is 
no significant relationship between high, mo4erate-6r low 

' knowledge about community education and )respondents' attitudes 
toward convnunity education. 
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R^OMMEMATIONS 



The overall results of this study indtcate fg^vorable and supportive 
attitudes of those surveyed toward community education, However, the 
study further showed that Florida's comnunity education goals may be more 
effectively met. Therefore, the State Advisory Council on Addlt^and 
Cotimunity, Educations recormends:. 



1, that there be organized efforts to increase awareness and 
understanding of community education and ita, goals among 
policy leaders; ^ . 

2, that there be an emphasis on increasing comnunication between 
educators involved with conmunity education and^ those policy 
leaders who have indicated supportive attitudes toward com- 

.munity education; 

3, that corrmunity educators include broad tase conmunity 
involvement In planning activities and enlist support of 
sup^rintenyenti and PJA officials as those most in agree- 
ment with conmunity education types^of activities; 

-^"HH\at--support-^>e-^4'VSfl-td-thft«^^ the 

1979 report of The Governor's Task Force on Conmunity Schools 
which calls for' the development of a public awareness campaign 
on cOim)ui>ity^ education. It should be designed to; 

i* Eliminate unnecessary duplication of service, - 

b, Capitalize, on exfsting resources* 

c, FJrovide for more effective, efficient and ifmnedlatfi 
^ ^ client services,. * . 

d, Eliminate inter-. 4nd intra-governmental rivalries, 
' .e. Improve inter-, arid lintra-agency conmunifation* 

f* Iden^Jfy available funcRng sources, | 

S.^that state ^nd local community education practitioners 

should proceed to fill the gap between existing practices 
. - and those which respondents perceive as exemplary practices, 

• * 

6/ that continued conmunicatiqn between the Advisory Council and 
\ - those surveyed be fostered to discuss^the results of this survey 
establish inter-group linkages and map out a strategy whereby • 
changes la cgrmtunity education would be supported at state 
and local levels, 



APPENDIX. A 

fte: Sc^cf^ Advisory Council on Aduic and Cooeunity Sducacion Surrey , 

UQ-4re nCQndtictiQS a dciccuide survey concerning the cole of public schools in Florida. 
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APPENaiX D 



PERCEPTIONS OF WHAT iCHOOLS SHOULD PROVIDE ACCORDING TO 
RE5P9NDENTS' POSITIONS' 
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Cicena:' 2. 11, 15. 201 ' * 
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APPENOIX E> ^ , 

(Continued) f 

Use of FaciUci^s 
(Icems: I. 4. L3, *16) 
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APPRENDIX D 

(Continued) . ' 

\ 

Interagency Coordination ' 
(Items: 9, 14, 17) 
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' APPENDIX E. 

RESPONDENTS' PERCEPTIONS -AS TO WHETHER SCHQOLS ARE MEETING NEEDS 
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■ . . APPENDDC F ' . 
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^ ■ APPENDIX G 
. • RESPONDENTS' UNSTRUCTURED COWENTS 

3lyn^ex.i±«Br1? allowed for any additional cocnronts that respondents 
^wlshed to matee., A total of 96 respondents from the following population 
took advantage of tMs opportunity: 26 City Commissioners/Mayors, 7 
County Commlsiloners, 11 Legislators, 28 School Board Members, 5 Super- 
' Intendents, 9 PTA Officials, and 10 Otfters. 

The majority of the cormients related to tv^ particular topics: (1) 
focus of schools on teaching basic subjects (identified by 27 respondents) 
andj (2) 1ncr*ease of state funds to expand community education progrJuns 
{identified by 15 respondents). 

Other general are?s comnented on, listed in priority order, include: 

(l)/to provide more prbgrams to solve community problems and 
meet the comnunlty's desire for programs (7 conment's); 

{2^ to support adult and comnrunity education through the com-* 

munlty colleges (5 conments); ^ . 

(3) to avoid diiplication.of services with existing social 
service agencies .(4 conments); 

(4y to Improve the guallty of prbgratnming fo^outh (4^Gmments); 

(5) to define the terms used In the questionnaire (3 conments); 

(6) to use the fdcHities for all coumunlty activities (3 cormients); 

(7) to provide more sk;ill training in the schools (3 comments); 
I iS) to build more schools^(3 conments); 

■ ^ (9) to increase cocmiunlty involvement an?! pride, thus decreasing ; 
vandalism ip the schools (3 comments) 

(10) to offer (itore extraTCunrlcutar programs fqr youth and less for , 
, abults (2 comments); , . 

(11) to charge adults for their participation in^educatjonaV programs 
. (1 comment); , / ' 

(12) to decrease the administrative responsibilities of teachers 
so they have more time for students (1 coiirient); 

* * * ► 

{13> to develop public relations so the community knows about the 
good yrark the schools are do1n3? (l corrment). 
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